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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . In the amendment filed 1 0/1 6/2008, claims 1 -3,1 3,44 and 52 have been 
amended. Claims 1-7,12-17 and 44-56 are pending and are presented for 
examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 



3. Claims 1-3, 44-46,51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ginsberg P.M. (PGPub 2003/0139997). 
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4. As regards claims 1 , 44 and 51 , Ginsberg discloses a transaction filtering system 
for allocating transactions among a plurality of business objects, the system 
comprising: 

• storage configured to store generated allocation rules and to store transaction 
data associated with a plurality of transactions, each generated allocation rule 
being associated with at least one of the plurality of business objects and being 
generated using relationships between members of the plurality of business 
objects; [0027-0029] 

• a query engine configured to query the transaction data using the generated 
allocation rules; and [0017] 

• an allocation manager configured to make one or more attempts to allocate a 
member of the plurality of transactions among the plurality of business objects 
wherein each generated allocation rule determines if a business object is entitled 
to an allocation from a particular transaction. [001 91;[00301 

5. As regards claims 2, 45 and 52, Ginsberg discloses wherein a member of the 
plurality of transactions is a sale and the query engine is configured to determine 
commission allocation. [0028] 
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6. As regards claims 3, 46 and 53, Ginsberg discloses wherein a member of the 
plurality of transactions is a purchase and the query engine is configured to 
determine cost allocation. [0030] 



7. Claims 12,14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Krishnaswamy S et al (US Patent 6909708 B1). 

8. As regards claim 12, Krishnaswamy discloses a computing system for 
hierarchical transaction filtering, the computing system comprising: 

• storage configured to store a hierarchical data structure, a first generated 
allocation rule, a second generated allocation rule, and transaction data; [column 
31 lines 36-38] 

• an allocation manager configured to track allocation of transactions represented 
by the transaction data; and[column 44 lines 50-57] 

• a query engine configured to execute a first query on the transaction data using 
the first generated allocation rule and, responsive to the first query, to execute a 
second query on the transaction data using the second generated allocation rule, 
[column 19 lines 27-37] 
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9. As regards claim 14, Krishnaswamy discloses wherein the first generated 
allocation rule includes a predefined rule inherited from a parent node, [column 
53 lines 41-45] 

10. As regards claim 15, Krishnaswamy discloses wherein the first 
generated allocation rule is produced by traversing the hierarchical data 
structure, [column 46 lines 11-29] 

11. As regards claim 16, Krishnaswamy discloses wherein the second 

query is configured to identify a business object having a management role with 
respect to a node of the hierarchical data structure, [column 46 lines 1 1-29] 

12. As regards claim 17, Krishnaswamy discloses further including a 
transaction source configured to generate the transaction data, [column 46 lines 
11-29] 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

14. Claims 4-7,47-50,54-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ginsberg P.M. ((PGPub 2003/0139997 ) above and in view of 
Finebaum M.L. (2002/0156719). 

15. As regards claims 4, 47 and 54, Ginsberg discloses an allocation manager 
configured to make one or more attempts to allocate a member of the plurality of 
transactions among the plurality of business objects 

wherein each generated allocation rule determines if a business object is entitled 

to an allocation from a particular transaction. [001 91;[00301 

Ginsberg does not disclose discloses wherein a member 

of the plurality of transactions is unallocated after a first attempt at allocation. 
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Finebaum M.L discloses wherein a member 

of the plurality of transactions is unallocated after a first attempt at 

allocation. [0275] 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use Finebaum M.L in the device of Ginsberg The 
motivation would have been that Trades may be partially allocated throughout 
the day. The word "Partially" will be displayed in the Allocated column of the 
Trade Blotter if the trade is partially allocated. [0275] 

16. As regards claims 5, 48 and 55, Ginsberg discloses an allocation manager 

configured to make one or more attempts to allocate a member of the plurality of 
transactions among the plurality of business objects 

wherein each generated allocation rule determines if a business object is entitled 
to an allocation from a particular transaction.r00191:r00301 
Ginsberg does not disclose wherein a member 

of the plurality of transactions is under-allocated after a first attempt at allocation. 
Finebaum M.L discloses wherein a member 

of the plurality of transactions is under-allocated after a first attempt at 
allocation. [00275] 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use Finebaum M.L in the device of Ginsberg The 
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motivation would have been that Trades may be partially allocated throughout 
the day. The word "Partially" will be displayed in the Allocated column of the 
Trade Blotter if the trade is partially allocated. [0275] 

17. As regards claims 6, 49 and 56, Ginsberg discloses an allocation manager 
configured to make one or more attempts to allocate a member of the plurality of 
transactions among the plurality of business objects 

wherein each generated allocation rule determines if a business object is entitled 
to an allocation from a particular transaction.[00191;[00301 

Ginsberg does not disclose wherein a member of the plurality of transactions is 
over-allocated after a first attempt at allocation. 

Finebaum M.L discloses wherein a member of the plurality of transactions is 
over-allocated after a first attempt at allocation. [0275] 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use Finebaum M.L in the device of Ginsberg The 
motivation would have been to [0275] Trades may be partially allocated 
throughout the day. The word "Partially" will be displayed in the Allocated column 
of the Trade Blotter if the trade is partially allocated. 

18. As regards claims 7 and 50, Ginsberg discloses an allocation manager 
configured to make one or more attempts to allocate a member of the plurality of 
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transactions among the plurality of business objects wherein each generated 
allocation rule determines if a business object is entitled to an allocation from a 
particular transactionJOOl 91:r00301 

Ginsberg does not disclose wherein a second attempt at allocating the member 
of the plurality of transactions includes identifying a business object configured to 
manually determine the allocation. 
Finebaum M.L discloses wherein a second 

attempt at allocating the member of the plurality of transactions includes 
identifying a business object configured to manually determine the allocation. 
[0373] 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use Finebaum M.L in the device of Ginsberg The 
motivation would have been to allocate transactions manually or automatically. 

19. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krishnaswamy S et al (US Patent 6909708 B1 ) and in view of Noser et al 
(2003/0225660). 

20. As regards claim 13, Krishnaswamy S et al discloses storage configured to store 
a hierarchical data structure, a first generated allocation rule, a second generated 
allocation rule, and transaction data; [column 31 lines 36-38] 
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Krishnaswamy does not disclose wherein the hierarchical data structure is 
configured to represent relationships between business objects in a sales 
organization. 

Noser E discloses wherein the hierarchical data structure is configured to 
represent relationships between business objects in a sales organization. [0045- 
0056] 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use Noser in the device of Krishnaswamy The 
motivation would have been to record and track its trades in ways that are unique 
to it. One of the key problems facing the trading industry is the issue of 
systematizing and standardizing the variety of trade related data sets. The 
measurement framework of a preferred embodiment of the present invention 
provides a logical architecture for capturing the diversity of trade related data 
sets by abstracting and standardizing that which is common between the data 
sets while at the same time allowing client-specific data extensions for 
customized analysis. [0057]. 
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Response to Arguments 

21 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -7, 1 2-1 7, 44-56 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN A. ANDERSON whose telephone number 
is (571)270-3327. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday 8:00 to 5:00 Pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Dixon can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/John A Anderson/ John A Anderson 

Examiner, Art Unit 3696 Examiner 

Art Unit 3696 
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Examiner, Art Unit 3696 
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